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Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Stanislaus County Public Works (County), in operation with the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans), is proposing to replace the existing Pioneer Avenue aver Lone Tree
Creek Bridge (Bridge No. 38C0262) with a two-lane bridge structure to provide improved safety
and operations on the facility as the Pioneer Avenue over Lone Tree Creek Bridge Replacement
Project (Project). The bridge replacement would include a 45-foot cast-in-place, two-lane, single-
span bridge that would be constructed on the existing alignment.

DETERMINATION

This proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) is included to give notice to interested
agencies and the public that it is the County’s intent to adopt an MND for this Project.

Stanislaus County has prepared an Initial Study for this Project and has determined from this
study that the Project would not have a significant effect on the environment for the following
reasons:

The Project would have no impact on energy, land use and planning; mineral resources;
population and housing; public services, recreation; and wildfire.

The Project would have a less than significant impact on aesthetics; agriculture and forest
resources; geology and soils; greenhouse gas emissions; and utilities and service systems.

The Project would have less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated on air quality;
biological resources; cultural resources; hazards and hazardous materials; hydrology and water
quality; noise; transportation and traffic; tribal cultural resources; and mandatory findings of
significance.

05-16-2022

Chuck dovolo Date
Project Manager
Department of Public Works
Stanislaus County
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Stanislaus County Public Works (County), in operation with the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans), is proposing to replace the existing Pioneer Avenue over Lone Tree
Creek Bridge (Bridge No. 38C0262) with a two-lane bridge structure to provide improved safety
and operations on the facility as the Pioneer Avenue over Lone Tree Creek Bridge Replacement
Project (Project). The bridge replacement would include a 45-foot cast-in-place, two-lane, single-
span bridge that would be constructed on the existing alignment. Table i, below, provides a
summary of potential impacts to environmental resources from the Project.

This environmental document is prepared in conformance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Public Resources Code 21000-21178. Stanislaus County is
the Lead Agency for CEQA implementation.

Table i: Summary of Potential Impacts

Resource Project Impacts Summary of Avoidance, Minimization,
and/or Mitigation Measures

Aesthetics Less than significant N/A
Agriculture and Forest Less than significant N/A

Resources
Less than significant with Dust and erosion control during

Air Quality mitigation incorporated construction.
Environmentally Sensitive Area Fencing;

Less than significant with pre-construction nesting bird surveys;
Biological Resources mitigation incorporated and measures to minimize or avoid

impacts to special status wildlife species.

Less than significant with
Compliance with regulations relating to

Cultural Resources mitigation incorporated discovery of previously unknown cultural
resources or human remains.

Energy No impact N/A
Geology and Soils Less than significant Standard BMPs incorporated.

Comply with all local Air Quality
Greenhouse Gas

Less than significant
Management District rules,

Emissions ordinances, and regulations for
air quality restrictions.

Hazards and Less than significant with Proper handling of potential hazardous
Hazardous Materials mitigation incorporated materials.
Hydrology and Water Less than significant with Standard SMPs and Storm Water

Quality mitigation incorporated Management Plan.H Land Use and
Planning No impact NJA

Mineral Resources No impact N/A
Less than significant with

Minimize construction-generated noise.Noise mitigation_incorporated
Population and No impact N/A

Housing
Public Services No impact N/A
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Summary of Avoidance, Minimization,
Resource Project Impacts and/or Mitigation Measures
Recreation No impact N/A

Transportation/ Traffic Less than significant N/A
Tribal Cultural Less than significant with Compliance with regulations relating to

Resources mitigation incorporated cultural resources
Utilities and Service

Less than significant N/A
Systems
Wildfire No impact N/A

With mitigation measures in place, all
impacts will be reduced to less than

Mandatory Findings of Less than significant with significant. Potentially cumulative

be reduced to less than significant
Significance mitigation incorporated impacts to biological resources will also

impacts_with_mitigation_incorporated.

The detailed CEQA checklist summarizing specific Project impacts is included within each of the
sections of the Initial Study provided in Chapter 2 of this document.
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1.0 Project

1.0 PROJECT
1.1 INTRODUCTION

Stanislaus County, in coordination with Caltrans, proposes to replace the existing Pioneer
Avenue over Lone Tree Creek Bridge (Bridge No. 38C0262) to provide improved safety and
operations on the facility.

1.2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Pioneer Avenue over Lone Tree Creek Bridge is located in Stanislaus County, California
approximately 100 feet south of Freelove Road and south of the town of Valley Home. The
existing bridge was constructed in 1918 and is a north-south two-lane local road with average
daily traffic (ADT) of 350 vehicles per day. The replacement is needed to provide improved safety
and operations on the facility.

This project is included in the Fiscal Years 2018/2019 Federal Transportation Improvement
(FTIP) and is funded through the Highway Bridge Program.

The existing 2-span reinforced concrete slab bridge is 32 feet long and 21 feet wide. The bridge
replacement includes a 45-foot cast-in-place, two-lane, single-span bridge that will be
constructed on the existing alignment. Two 1 0-foot lanes, 3-foot shoulders, and railing Concrete
Barrier Type 85 will yield a total width of 30 feet. The bridge will be simply supported by diaphragm
abutments founded on cast-in-steel-shell piles behind the existing abutment. The replacement
structure would be designed to meet current American Association of State Highway and
Transportation Officials (AASHTO) standards.

It is anticipated that excavators, dozers, concrete truck, drill rigs and dump trucks will be required
to construct the new bridge.

There are existing overhead electrical lines, including communication lines, on the east of the
roadway that may require relocation. A public utility easement may be required to accommodate
the relocation of overhead electrical and communication lines. Additionally, temporary right of
way would be required from adjacent properties, west and east of the existing bridge, to complete
the proposed creek diversion. Close coordination with the local utility companies and private
property owners will be carried out in order to ensure access during construction.

Construction within Lone Tree Creek would be limited to temporary ground disturbance
associated with construction activities and minimal permanent fills as a result of foundation
removals, abutments and rock slope protection to prevent erosion.

Construction is anticipated to begin in May 2024 and is proposed to take approximately 10
months to complete. Access over Pioneer Avenue bridge will be temporarily unavailable during
construction. Detour routes will be available from each direction utilizing Pleasant Valley Road,
Aker Road, Victory Avenue, Lone Tree Road, Freelove Road and Valley Home Road. Access to
all properties will remain during construction.

1.3 PERMITS AND APPROVALS NEEDED

Environmental findings within the Project include impacts to waters of the U.S., impacts to habitat
for federally and state listed wildlife, potential effects to water quality, and utility relocations. The
following consultations and environmental permits will be obtained prior to the start of
construction.



1.0 Project

Table 1. Permits and Approvals Needed

Agency PermitlApproval Status
Will be Obtained Prior toRegional Water Quality 401 Water Quality Certification ConstructionControl Board

Clean Water Act 402 National
Environmental Protection Will be Obtained Prior to

Pollutant Discharge Elimination ConstructionAgency System

California Department of 1602 Streambed Alteration Will be Obtained Prior to
Fish and Wildlife Agreement Construction

Will be Obtained Prior toUnited States Army 404 Nationwide Permit 14
Corps of Engineers Construction

United State Fish and i Biological Opinion for California Tiger Will be Obtained Prior to
Wildlife Service Salamander Construction
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Figure 1
Project Vicinity

BRLO-5938(261)
Pioneer Avenue Over Lone Tree Creek Bridge Replacement Project

Stanislaus County, California
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Figure 2
Project Location

BRLO-5938(261)
Pioneer Avenue Over Lone Tree Creek Bridge Replacement Project

Stanislaus County, CaliforniaMiles
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2.0 Initial Study

2.0 Initial Study

This chapter explains the impacts that the Project would have on the human, physical, and
biological environments in the Project area. It describes the existing environment that could be
affected by the Project, potential impacts from the alternatives, and avoidance, minimization,
and/or mitigation measures. Any indirect impacts are included in the general impacts analysis and
discussions that follow.

2.1 AESTHETICS
Potenlially Less Than Less Than

Would the Project: Significant Significant Significant No Impact
Impact with Miligation Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic visla? [El Li U
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited U U
to. trees, rock outcroppings. and historic buildings within a slate
scenic highway?

c) In non-urbanized areas. subslanlially degrade the existing visual IEI LIcharacter or quality of publt views of the site and its surroundings?

d) create a new source of subsianlial light or glare which would LI LI LI
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

REGULA TORY SETTING

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) establishes that it is the policy of the state to
take all action necessary to provide the people of the state “with. enjoyment of aesthetic, natural,
scenic and historic environmental qualities (California Public Resources Code Section 21001 [b]).”
Stanislaus County does not have specific sections or chapters regarding aesthetics or visual
resources within the General Plans.

DISCUSSION

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. No designated scenic vistas are at or near the proposed Project area. No lands
preserved under a scenic easement or contract are within or adjacent to the Project area.
Furthermore, there are no Wild and Scenic Rivers within the Project corridor, as designated per
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 1968. Therefore, No Impact to a scenic vista or Wild and Scenic
River would result from the Project.

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, mc!uding. but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. The Project would not substantially change the existing visual character or quality of
public views of the site. The Project site is not located within a State Scenic Highway nor is the
site visible from a state highway, including any state highways designated as scenic highways.
There are two trees adjacent to Project limits, one non-native eucalyptus tree and one native
valley oak tree, that may be removed or trimmed to accommodate construction. However,
trimming/removal of these trees is not anticipated to substantially alter the existing visual
environment. Therefore, No Impact to scenic resources within a State Scenic Highway would
result from development of the Project, and no mitigation is required.

8



2.0 Initial Study

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of
public views of the site and its surroundings?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project does not include major vertical features or
other visual intrusions that would block views of the surrounding setting. The existing bridge will
be replaced by a similarly sized structure, and therefore changes in the visual environmental
would be minimal and would not drastically alter the Project area or surrounding environment.
During construction, motorists and nearby residents may observe heavy construction equipment,
temporary traffic control features, lighting, and construction workers. Visual effects due to Project
construction would be short-term and would cease to persist upon Project completion. Visual
impacts would be temporary and therefore, will be Less Than Significant.

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

No Impact. The Project would not create a new source of light or glare, and therefore, No Impact
to nighttime views would occur in the area.

FINDINGS

The Project would have Less Than Significant relating to aesthetics.

9



2.0 Initial Study

2.2 AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES
Potentially Less Than Less Than

Would the Project: Significant Significant Significant No Impact
Impact with Mitigation Impact

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1991) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an
optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources,
including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment Project; and the forest carbon measurement methodology provided in
Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would the Project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
Califomia Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of. forest land
(as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland U [El U
zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-
forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to
their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non- U LI
agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Agriculture is the leading industry in Stanislaus County and the Project area includes Unique
Farmland and parcels under the Williamson Act, also known as the California Land Conservation
Act of 1965. The proposed bridge replacement would not conflict with the goals and objectives
defined in the Agricultural Element of the Stanislaus County General Plan, designed to strengthen
the agricultural sector and conserve agricultural lands for agricultural uses.

DISCUSSION

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farm/and of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farm/and Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

Less Than Significant Impact. To identify Prime and Unique Farmland within the project area,
an examination of the Department of Conservation’s California Important Farmland Finder
website was utilized. This query revealed that approximately 0.64 acres of Unique Farmland lies
within the Project area, just west of Pioneer Avenue. This portion of Unique Farmland supports
an orchard of almond trees (Prunus dulcis). Existing utility lines adjacent to Pioneer Avenue,
within the Project area, are anticipated for relocation as part of the Project. A new guy pole is
anticipated for relocation on the edge of the existing orchard classified as Unique Farmland. A
temporary easement would be required in this area and the associated utility work and road work
would temporarily disturb approximately 0.07 acres of land mapped as Unique Farmland.
Furthermore, the placement of a new guy wire pole would create a permanent impact of
approximately 0.001 acres. However, direct impacts, such as tree removal, to the adjacent

10



2.0 Initial Study

orchard are not anticipated. The placement of the new guy pole, between Pioneer Avenue and
the existing orchard, would not alter or convert Unique Farmland in a way that would inhibit the
current use of the land or degrade the value of the land. Therefore, impacts would be Less Than
Significant.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

Less Than Significant Impact. The parcels adjacent to the Project (APN 002-010-050, APN
002-010-060, APN 002-011-024 and APN 002-011-038 and APN 002-011-039) both east and
west of the existing bridge, are part of the Williamson Act (Figure 4. Parcels Under the Williamson
Act). The Project would require a guy pole easement from APN 002-010-050 (Grace)1 as well as
a temporary construction easement from APN 910-011-648 (Grace)1 APN 002-011-024 (Pearson)
and APN 002-011-039 (Rovig). After Project completion, the areas acquired for temporary
construction easements will return to pre-existing conditions. The easement for installation of the
guy pole would still preserve farmland use on the parcel and would not change the zoning or
conflict with agricultural uses and operations. Therefore, impacts would be Less Than
Significant.

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

No Impact. There are no forests or forest resources located within the Project area; therefore,
the Project will have No Impact with existing zoning, or cause rezoning of, forest land, timberland,
or timberland zoned Timberland Production.

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact. There are no forests or forest resources located within the Project area; therefore,
the Project will have No Impact and will not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use.

11
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